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FIRST ACTION REJECTION
DRAWINGS
1. This application has been filed with drawings that are considered informal; however, said

drawings are acceptable for examination and publication purposes. The review process for
drawings that are included with applications on filing has been modified in view of the new
requirement to publish applications at eighteen months after the filing date of applications, or any

priority date claimed under 35 U.S.C. §§119, 120, 121, or 365.

CLAIM REJECTIONS — 35 U.S.C. §103(a)
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. §103(a) which forms the basis for all

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action:

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not
identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this titlé; if
the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the ~

prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been g

L T T |

" obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordmary”
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not

be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made.
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Claims 1-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103( a ) as being obvious over Olivier US

6,480,885 (11/12/2002) [US f/d: 4/25/2000] (herein referred to as “Olivier”).

As per claim 1, Olivier (col. 19, 11. 40-55; FIG. 2; FIG. 3; FIG. 3B; FIG. 4; FIG.

5A; 1; FIG. 5B; FIG. 21; and whole document) shows ‘“A method of providing remote
users with a centralized polling environment, comprising the steps of: creating polls;
archiving said polls in a storage area; searching said archived polls to provide a selected
set of said polls; placing one of said selected polls in a web page; delivering said Web page
to permit user viewing and interaction with said one of selected polls; and building a
profile for one of said users based on said interaction.”

Olivier lacks an explicit recitation of “A method of providing remote users with a

b4

centralized polling environment. . . .” even though Olivier reasonably suggests same.
It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the

invention that the disclosure of Olivier (col. 19, 1l. 40-55; FIG. 2; FIG. 3; FIG. 3B; FIG. 4;

FIG. 5A; 1; FIG. 5B; FIG. 21; and whole document) would have been modifiedand . = . ... -

selected in accordance with “A method of providing remote users with a centralized .

polling environment. . . .” because such modification/selection of the disclosuré of Qlivier: #ie+

would have'provided means for “‘creating high quality interactions within electroniczx« providod

forms.” (See Olivier (col. 3, 11. 3-4)).

e
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As per claims 2-14, Olivier shows the elements and limitations of claim 1 and

subsequent claims depending from claim 1.

Olivier (col. 19, 11. 40-55; FIG. 2; FIG. 3; FIG. 3B; FIG. 4; FIG. 5A; 1; FIG: 5B; -

FIG. 21; and whole document) suggests the elements and limitations of claims 2-14.
Olivier lacks an explicit recitation of the elements and limitations of claims 2-14

even though Olivier (col. 19, 1l. 40-55; FIG. 2; FIG. 3; FIG. 3B; FIG. 4; FIG. 5A; 1; FIG.

5B; FIG. 21; and whole document) suggests same.

Official Notice is taken that both the concepts and the advantages of the elements
and limitations of claims 2-14 were well known and expected in the art at the time of the
invention. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time
of the invention to include the elements and limitations of claims 16-28 in accordance the

selected/modified disclosure of Olivier, because such selection/modification of the

disclosure of Qlivier would have provided the motivation of “creating high quality

interactions within electronic . . . [forums].” (See Olivier (col. 3, 11. 3-4)). U

As per claim 15, Olivier (col. 19, 11. 40-55; FIG. 2; FIG. 3; FIG. 3B; FIG.: 4 FIG! w::: =2 1o
5A; 1; FIG. 5B; FIG. 21; and whole document) suggests “A compu_ter-implemenied Ttwouid have be
system for delivering information to users, comprising: an application server connected to

a network, said application server coupled to a database comprising an archive of polls,

said application server being responsive to requests from a user computer of said network
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for particular polls from said database; a Web host connected to said network and
comprising a Web server and a second database, said Web server being responsive to
request messages from a user computer for a particular Web page to thereby deliver said
particular Web page selected from said second database to said user computer, said
particular Web page containing a reference link to polls archived said first database; and
an administrative processor coupled to said application server, said administrator
processor executing instructions to provide the functions of: creating new polls; archiving
said new polls in said first database; searching said archived polls based on predefined
search criteria to provide a selected set of said polls; placing one of said selected polls in a
Web page; delivering said Web page to permit user viewing and interaction with said one
of selected polls; and building a profile for one of said users based on said interaction with
said one of selected polls; and building a profile for one of said users based on said
interaction.”

Olivier lacks an explicit recitation of “building a profile for one of said users based . .
on said interaction with said one of selected polls; and building a profile for one of said

"

users based on said interaction. . . .” even though Olivier reasonably suggests: samie:s..! 22 szis fuicy

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time'of the’:: Huve Be

invention that the disclosure of Qlivier (col. 19, 11. 40-55; FIG. 2; FIG. 3; FIG. 3B; FIG. 4;

FIG. 5A; 1, FIG. 5B; FIG. 21, and whole document) would have been modified and

selected in accordance with “building a profile for one of said users based on said



Serial Number: 09/665,482 (Kim) 6

Art Unit: 3622

interaction with said one of selected polls; and building a profile for one of said users
based on said interaction. . . .” because such modification/selection of the disclosure of -.
Olivier would have provided means for “creating high quality interactions within

electronic forms.” (See Olivier (col. 3, 11. 3-4)).

As per claims 16-28, Olivier shows the elements and limitations of claim 15 and
subsequent claims depending from claim 15.

Olivier (col. 19, 11. 40-55; FIG. 2; FIG. 3; FIG. 3B; FIG. 4; FIG. 5A; 1; FIG. 5B;
FIG. 21; and whole document) suggests the elements and limitations of claims 16-28.

Olivier lacks an explicit recitation of the elements and limitations of claims 2-14

even though Olivier (col. 19, 11. 40-55; FIG. 2; FIG. 3; FIG. 3B; FIG. 4; FIG. 5A; 1; FIG.

- 5B; FIG. 21; and whole document) suggests same.
Official Notice is taken that both the concepts and the advantages of the elements

and limitations of claims 16-28 were well known and expected in the art at the timé of the

invention. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of

the invention to include the elements and limitations of claims 16-28 in accérdance.the oo iz i

~

selected/modified disclosure of Olivier, because such selection/modification ‘of the:ciod 1o dahn 1. v

disclosure of Olivier would have provided the motivation of “creating high quality

interactions within electronic . . . [forums].” (See Olivier (col. 3, 11. 3-4)).
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CONCLUSION
3. Any response to this action should be mailed to:

Commissioner for Patents
P. O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

Any response to this action may be sent via facsimile to either:

(703) 746-7239 or (703) 872-9314 (for formal communications EXPEDITED PROCEDURE) or
(703) 746-7239 (for formal communications marked AFTER-FINAL) or
(703) 746-7240 (for informal communications marked PROPOSED or DRAFT).
Hand delivered responses may be brought to:
Seventh floor Receptionist
Crystal Park V
2451 Crystal Drive
Arlington, Virginia.

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the,examiner «:ow -2ty
should be directed to John L. Young who may be reached via telephone at (703:)12305i;380'1:f:%$héﬁ fohn LV
examiner can normally be reached Monday through Friday between 8:30 A.M. and 5:00 P.M.

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor,

Eric Stamber, may be reached at (703) 305-8469.
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding

should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-3900.

Primary Patént Examiner

September 30, 2003
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